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~~,~ .. ··~., Againsr Sexual & Domestic Violence ("Idaho Coalition'') is a 
nonprofit with 77 member organizations, including the 26 community-based 
tribal domestic violence programs within the State of Idaho. The Idaho Coalition's mission 
is to engage to create change in prevention, intervention, and response to domestic 
ivH~H'-''-'• dating violence, stalking, and sexual assault. The Idaho Coalition provides limited 
legal assistance teenage and young adult victims of dating sexual assault, and 
and facilitates state-level committees that are dedicated to enhancing for 
individuals who experienced domestic violence, improving accountability offenders, and 
finding broader system outcomes. case raises questions that are essential to the effective 
Domestic Violence Crime safety 
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concern to the Idaho Coalition and members of 
ir appreciably decrease legal protection for survivors domestic violence. 
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case involves an appeal the Respondent. Robert Turner (hereinafter ·'Robert'' 
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dear and convincing standard evidence domestic violence protection 
cases should not be adopted; the evidentiary in cases shou:d 
remain the preponderance evidence. 
standard of proof in domestic protection order cases should remain as 
the evidence because statutory amendments enacted after 
not create liberty interests are outweighed a victims to safety. Federal 
resulting from the issuance a protection order are only a temporary 
not amount to a arms. 
violence victims' combined with 
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protection orders since Ellibee was decided that necessitate a 
higher evidentiary standard and the Idaho Legislature had the option of 
creating a statutorily mandated higher standard post~Ellibee and not 
so. 
a general rule, in the absence a statutory mandate or special conditions. the 
of standard controls in civil cases. 
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in l s Statement of Purpose. 
Act was .. to address domestic violence as a serious crime against society and to assure 
protection from abuse which the law and those that enforce 
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expand the ability of the courts to victims by providing a legal means for victims 
to seek protection orders to prevent such further incidents 
chapter are to construed liberally to promote these purposes:· § 
992, 
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s statute did not indicate a specific evidentiary standard: rather, it left the standard 
discretion. At that time. the statute governing the issuance of civil protection orders allowed 
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exceed one ( l ) each. § 39-6306(5 ). There was no limit on the amount of a court 
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Additionally, data shows that perpetrators of domestic violence who possess firearms generally 
more severe abuse on their intimate partners than those who do not. Campbell, supra. 
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Because of increased risk in domestic violence relationships, society, through 
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